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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This is the Final Action in response to the Amendments/Remarl<s filed on March 
28, 2008, for application titled: "Method and Device for Coordinating Several Types of 
Therapy and Therapy Providers Involved in The Treatment of Patients". 

2. Claims 1 and 6 have been amended. 

3. Claims 1-7 are pending in this application and have been examined. 

Priority 

4. This application is a 371 of PCT/DEOO/01 337, filed 04/28/2000 and claims the 
benefits of the filing date. 

Drawings Objection 

5. Applicant provided the corrected drawing. Hence, the objection is withdrawn. 

Specification Objection 

6. Applicant renumbered the specification. Hence, the objection is withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

7. Applicant has pointed out the definition of the terms (cognition, emotion, 
motoricity) in the specification. Hence, the rejection is withdrawn. 

8. However, Applicant did not correct the error with claim 3 because it recites 
"Process according to claim 1 or 2 " is unclear. Hence, the rejection remains stayed. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 (new) 

9. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

10. Claims 1-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. More specifically, 

1 1 . The amended claim 1 is missing one process step related to the emotion data. 
For the examination purpose. Examiner interprets the claim includes the emotion data. 
Since claim 1 is rejected, claims 2-5 are rejected as well because of their dependency 
on claim 1 . 

Response to Arguments 

1 2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 -7 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or deschbed as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the phor art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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14. Claims 1-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Andros et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,842,175) ("Andros") in view of Bair et al. (U.S. Patent 

No. 6,067,523) ("Bair"). 

Examiner's Note: Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in the 
references as applied to the claims for the convenience of the applicant. 
Although the specified citations are representative of the teachings in the art and 
are applied to the specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages 
and figures may apply as well. It is respectfully requested from the applicant, in 
preparing the responses, to fully consider the references in entirety as potentially 
teaching all or part of the claimed invention, as well as the context of the passage 
as taught by the prior art or disclosed by the examiner. 

15. Regarding claim 1, Andros teaches a process for coordinating several types of 
psychological therapy and the therapy providers participating in the treatment of a 
patient (see col. 1 , lines 33-47, col. 2, lines 1-10), characterized by the following 
process steps (see col. 5, lines 7-16, figure 1): 

that the patient's data pertaining to cognition (see col. 2, line 47 where it says 
"symptom data") relating to the illness to be treated are stored in a central computer 
(see col. 2, lines 1 1-36 where it says "general data and individual data") and transmitted 
to at least three different therapy providers over a data network connected to the central 
computer (see col. 2, lines 1-10, 37-44, col. 5, lines 7-16, col. 7, lines 38-46), 

that the patient's data pertaining to the emotion (see col. 2, line 47 where it says 
"complaint data") relating to the illness to be treated are determined, stored in the 
central computer (see col. 2, lines 1 1-36 where it says "general data and individual 
data") and transmitted to at least three different therapy providers over a data network 
connected to the central computer (see col. 2, lines 1-10, 37-44, col. 5, lines 7-16, col. 
7, lines 38-46), 
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that the patient's data pertaining to motoricity (see col. 2, line 48 where it says 
"site data") relating to the illness to be treated are stored in the central computer (see 
col. 2, lines 1 1-36 where it says "general data and individual data") and transmitted to at 
least three different therapy providers over a data network connected to the central 
computer (see col. 2, lines 1-10, 37-44, col. 5, lines 7-16, col. 7, lines 38-46). 

16. Andors teaches "symptom", "complaint", and "site" data (see col. 2, lines 46-52), 
but does not expressly teach the types of therapy "cognition", "emotion", and Motoricity". 
However, Examiner notes that Andros's method and system are suitable for 
psychological therapy patient data associated with the types of therapy as described in 
the applicant's invention and would have been easily modified to include such therapy 
data. 

1 7. Andros teaches that each therapy service provider has their own computer 
system, but does not expressly teach a central computer system that stores and 
provides data to more than one different therapy service providers. Bair teaches a 
system and method for reporting behavior health care data where the system is a 
central computer system that interconnects and provides data to more than one health 
care service provider. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to combine the teachings of Andros and Bair to offer an 
improved system (a central computer system) to various health care providers. The 
motivation is to provide a central convenient data system that every health care service 
provider can access and retrieve the data. 
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18. Regarding claim 2, Andros teaches a process according to claim 1 , 
characterized in that the therapy types used by the therapy providers relating to 
cognition, emotion and motoricity are input into a computer, stored, and transmitted to 
the other therapy providers over a data network connected to the computer (see col. 2, 
lines 24-36, col. 2, lines 1-10, 37-44, col. 5, lines 7-16, col. 7, lines 38-46). One of 
ordinary skill in the art would have combined the teachings of Andros and Bair to offer 
an improved system to customers. 

19. Regarding claim 3, Andros teaches a process according to claim 1 or 2, 
characterized in that the data pertaining to the patient's physical constitution relating to 
the illness to be treated are determined, stored in the computer and transmitted to the 
therapy providers over a data network connected to the computer (see col. 6, lines 31- 
54). One of ordinary skill in the art would have combined the teachings of Andros and 
Bair to offer an improved system to customers. 

20. Regarding claim 4, Andros teaches a process according to claim 3, 
characterized in that the therapy types used by the therapy providers relating to the 
(patient's) physical constitution, and the medications used are input into a computer and 
transmitted to the other therapy providers over a data network connected to the 
computer (see col. 2, lines 1-10). One of ordinary skill in the art would have combined 
the teachings of Andros and Bair to offer an improved system to customers. 

21 . Regarding claim 5, Andros teaches a process according to claim 1 , 
characterized in that the patient' s data relating to cognition, emotion, motoricity, therapy 
types, physical condition and medications are governed, controlled and evaluated by a 
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central computer (see col. 1, lines 37-47, col. 5, lines 7-16, figure 1/element 16). One of 
ordinary skill in the art would have combined the teachings of Andros and Bair to offer 
an improved system to customers. 

22. Regarding claim 6, Andros teaches a device for the coordination of several 

types of psychological therapy and at least three therapy providers participating in a 
treatment of a patient, characterized in that to all therapy providers computers are 
provided, and that the computers are interconnected with one another over a data 
network (see col. 2, lines 1-10, 37-44, 53-62, col. 5, lines 7-27, figure 1). 

Andros teaches that each therapy service provider has their own computer 
system, but does not expressly teach a central computer system that stores and 
provides data to more than one different therapy service providers. Bair teaches a 
system and method for reporting behavior health care data where the system is a 
central computer system that interconnects and provides data to more than one health 
care service provider. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to combine the teachings of Andros and Bair to offer an 
improved system (a central computer system) to various health care providers. The 
motivation is to provide a central convenient data system that every health care service 
provider can access and retrieve the data. 

23. Regarding claim 7, Andros teaches a device according to claim 6, characterized 
in that a central computer is provided for the governing, control and evaluation of the 
data relating to the patient (see col. 1, lines 37-47, col. 5, lines 7-16, figure 1/element 
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1 6). One of ordinary sl<ill in the art would have combined the teachings of Andros and 
Bair to offer an improved system to customers. 



Conclusion 

24. Claims 1-7 are rejected. 

25. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

26. A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

27. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to HA! TRAN whose telephone number is (571 )272-7364. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F, 9-4 PM. 

28. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, James P. Trammell can be reached on (571) 272-6712. The fax phone 
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number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

29. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/H. T./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 3694 
/James P Trammell/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3694 



